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March 31,1997 Doc
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC commissio~~F7l.E CO
clo Federal Communications Commission ~ORII'\
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222 ru'~
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners,

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Duval County Council
of PTAs to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented
by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January
17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient
content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released
this fall which demonstrate overwhelmling parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of program were
conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry'S
rating system has met statutory reqUirements of the Telecommunications
Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC
not approve the industry rating system. Instead we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the indUstry's
rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does
not include content information about programs such a V (for violence), S
(for sexual depiction and nudity) and L, (for language).;

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow
parents to receive more than one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a
program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and
that it include parents; and
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* That the rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Sincerely, .

.../' ~,,~i:~"=:;Cu~L~~"....'
Victoria L. Drake, President
Duval County Council of PTAs
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Dear Chairman HWldt and Conunisioners:

Doel(~~
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 '-liECOp

YO}?!.
My Husband and I are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the ~/~

Sanpete COWlty School District to voice our disaproval of the v-chip rating system
as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17,1997. We feel that the rating systym that was introduced at this tinle
does not sufficiently inform parents of the contents of the program.

We feel that a ratings system that specifically identifies what the contents
are would be much more benificial for a parents ability to choose proper
prograuuning for thier own children. We feel that what one parent feels is proper
for thier child is not a general guide for all children. Parents want to make thier
own assesment of a patticular progratl1, and what they feel is proper for thier child.

My husband and I suggest that a system using a content descliption guide
would be the best and most effective way for parents to choose responsible
prograInming for thier children. \Ve have seen a ratings program on our Satelite
TV prograIllffiing that is very effective. It gives the actual movie rating, and also
infonns us as parents as to what the actual rating content of the program is.
Such as A= Adult content, Vcc=Violence, N~~Nudity, L==Language.

The FCC, by law is required to determine whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996.We
do not believe that this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the
industry rating system. Instead we request the following:

*That wlder no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system.Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include
content infonnation about progr-atns such as the system we desclibed in the third
paragraph of this letter.

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
recieve more than one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed
on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it
include pat-ents; and



*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to detennine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to COImnent on and issue that is very important to
us as the parents of six children. We dedicate our lives to making the lives of our
children the best that is possible for us to offer to them.

Sincerely,

Keven and Shawna HalT
Manti, Utah.



April 2, 1997

/51g~
t~~~O~)

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M StreetNW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valeneti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The
rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children.
Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a
rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we
request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.



A PTA newsletter dated December 1960 that I read recently spoke of how important it is
for parents to pay attention to the content of the TV programs their children were
watching. It was important then and it is more important today.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Sincerely,

Evanston, Illinois



April 2, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
#1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: CS Docket NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners;

I am writing to you in hopes of assisting in the changing of
the present T. V. program rating system. Myself and many of my
friends and colleagues are most defini tely against this present
system. I have not been able to change anything about the way my
children watch programming. This to me means that I must watch every
minute of a program sitting next to my children as they watch. If I
am unable to do this, then my children will not view any network
television, at all! I can't express how difficult this is when both
parents work full-time. Once you return home from work, there I s
dinner to begin, personal business to take care of, and then getting
ready to leave for the kids softball, dance, karate, etc. Where is
there possibly any time to si t and moni tor programming? You
certainly can't trust in titles or previews of shows because they are
qui te deceiving. Just because they have kid actors or an adolescent
storyline doesn't mean it was designed for a young audience.
They will contain sexual inferences, references, and visual
stimulants, vUlgar language, violence and so on.

The present rating system by the T. V. Implementation Group
is in fact deceiving in its ratings. For example; the "G" rating
automatically causes many kids and adults to think it's synonymous
with the "G" rating on the silver screen. When in fact, many of the
"G" rated programs that I personally have viewed, such as: The Nanny
(& other P.-time shows), Foxes breakfast show, The R. O'Donnell Show,
contain the discussion of the size of women's breasts and other parts
of their anatomy, cursing, a great amount of usage of alcohol and
more. What kind of accurate rating is this? Furthermore, their
interpretation of "TV-PG" and "TV-14" is just as ridicules in my
view. I wouldn I t allow a landscaper to perform a root-canal on me,
even if he does have several Orthodontists for customers. Why on
earth would we want the T.V. Industry to rate their own programs? To
interpret and deem appropriate for the specific ages of our children?
Based on their across-the-board scale, determining for us the moral­
istic values and principles for each and every family in America. My
families' standard I know varies from my neighbors, which varies from
theirs, which varies from theirs and so on. How can this system as
it is possibly be expected to work? It can't, and in many of our
minds, it doesn't!
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We just would like to be given the simple facts! Either it
has sexua1 references, which would be rated; S, or it doesn't.
Ei ther it has vio1ent content, which would be rated; V, or it
doesn't. Either it contains adu1t 1anguage, which would be rated; L,
or it doesn't. Either it contains nudity(any degree), which would be
rated; N, or it doesn't. Plain and simple! These rating symbols
should also appear on the screen much longer throughout the program.
Many times the ini tial introduction to the program is missed and you
are left bl ind, again. Perhaps after each commerci al break it could
re-appear. That would be much more helpful. Also, during the kid's
hour on many networks, especially Fox, the commercials are completely
out of sink wi th the program being shown. It has been very
surprising to have the cartoon interrupted by a commercial of
upcoming programs showing machine guns or a woman undressing.

If the entire basis for this rating system is for the
benefit of or children or even adults who may not like viewing
certain kind of material, then shouldn't it be implemented to the
highest standard it can possibly be? We should not need to have our
entertainment interpreted by other people. Leave that to the
viewers. Television programs and movies are getting worse everyday
by the lack of morals and respect of each other and over
excessiveness.

Give us a descriptive content-based rating so we can decide
for ourselves and our children. If we miss this opportunity to
improve something this powerful that was designed for a posi ti ve
future, we most assuredly never get this opportunity back.

Thank you so much for making the right decision.
Sincerely,

#702 Beech Hill Road
Summerville, S.c. 29485-7802



April 3, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Kingsley
Elem. PTA to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implemen­
tation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the
TV screen does not provide sUfficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this
fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a
rating system that gives parents information about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not
want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on
content information about the program. Any rating system with­
out content descriptions on the screen and publicized in per­
iodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by laws, is required to determine whether the in­
dustry's rating system has met statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating
system. Instead, we request the following:

*

*

*

*

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the
industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept
no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual
depiction and nudity) and L(for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would
allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more
prominently placed on the screen, and appear more fre­
quently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and
the FCC and that it include parents; and



* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated
by independent research to determine if it meets the needs
of parents.

2

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so
important to children and families.

Sincerely, /.

e~ J- ~d;£/ ~U'£/~~'
C<J. ;9u~.ebf/

Kingsley Elem School PTA
Kingsport, TN
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March 31, 1997

Chainnen Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairmen Hundt and Commissioners

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of South Florida PreSchool PTA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti on
January 17, 1997. Our PTA was instrumental in monitoring TV
programming to detennine it's appropriateness for children and ultimately
in prompting the recent ruling to increase the amount of educational
programming for children. To say the least, our group is very concerned
with the quality of programming that our children watch.

The rating system proposed by Mr. Valenti doesn't give parents enough
infonnation to make intelligent decisions about what our children should or
should not be viewing. I recently was watching TV shows targeted to 6-8
year olds. I was appalled at the level ofviolence and the amount of
aggressive language used in those programs. What the TV industry thinks
is appropriate for young children doesn't match what parents think is
appropriate. The only way parents can take responsibility for the viewing
habits of the their children is with content specific infonnation about each
TV program.

Furthermore, the FCC, by law is required to determine whether the
industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so
and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we
request the following:

1. The FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
infonnation about programs. Specifically, the rating system should
include data on the level of violence, the amount of sex and nudity and
the type of language (profanity) appearing in a program.

p.o. Box560772, Miami, Florida 33156-0772



2. The organization determining program ratings should be independent
of the entertainment industry and the FCC and it should include parents
in the process.

3. Any rating system approved by the FCC should be evaluated by
independent research to assess if the system meets the needs of parents.

As a mother of two small children, I want to know that my children are
watching shows that are age appropriate and that communicate a message
that I agree with. I don't agree with excessive violence or aggressive
language in programs for children under 10. I, as a parent, need content
specific information on TV programming. Mr. Valenti's rating system
doesn't remotely come close to providing me with that data. Please do not
approve the industry rating system.

Thank you for consideration. Our children are depending on you to make
the right decision.

Sincerely,

/j;
Anne S. McAndrew
Vice President, South Florida PreSchool PTA
Miami, Florida



April 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c\o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOcKET ALE COPY ORIGINAL

Weare writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Keeney Street School PTA of Manchester,
Connecticut, to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the
TV screen does not provide sufficient content infonnation so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. We, as parents, do not want the
TV industty to interpret what is best for our children. We would rather make those choices for
our children based on content infonnation about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen which are publicized in periodicals that cany TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industty's rating system has met statutoI)'
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industty rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industty's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infonnation about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industI)' and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue important to children and families.

Sincerely,
Keeney Street School PTA
Manchester, Connecticut



We concerned parents of Keeney Street School; Manchester, Connecticut are in
opposition to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti on January 17,
1997. We strongly urge that the FCC not approve the industry rating system, but
consider implementing the proposals of the National PTA as outlined in the
attached document.
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Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

March 28, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N~W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554 Ooe~~,

jlt,._>, !_.

~ ............
. <i'~)!"'I""',

'_,'r;
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 "r~}~{

we are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Virginia PTA
to state our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. It is our sincere concern that the rating symbol
on Lh~ TV scr~en doe~ not provide suffici~nt content information
for parents to be able to make decisions about what is appropriate
TV programming for their children. This fall, the National PTA,
U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper,
conducted major surveys which demonstrate the overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make
those choices themselves based on information about the content of
the program. It seems useless to have any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals
that carry TV scheduling.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's
rating system has met statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system
adequately does this and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Further, we request the following:

1. That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the
industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L {for language};

2. That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would
allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

3. That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more
prominently placed on the screen, and that it appear more
frequently during the course of the program;

4. That the rating board be independent of the industry and the
FCC and that it include parents; and

5. That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by
independent research to determine if it meets the needs of
parents.



I
•I Thank you for this opportunity to share our comments on an issue so

important to our children and families.

Sincerely,

Dale & Rebecca Schultz
Chesapeake, Virginia

Mr & Mrs Schultz
904 Ricka Court
Chesapeake, VA 23322



Oakman School
Parents and Staff
Dearborn, MI 48126

March 11, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M StreetN.W. Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

As an individual parent or educator, I would like to make it known
that I personally feel strongly about the current TV rating system
in~that ~t is not sufficent to depect the CONTENT of the programs
and-'that I would lika an independent research done to determine...
if the rating system will meet the needs of parents.

Thank you for allowing us to express our concerns.

Sincerely,

Oakman School
Dearborn, MI

cc: Joab Dykstra, Pres. Nat. PTA
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Oakman School, Dearborn~ MI RE: TV Rating System Opposition
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March 26, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55
FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January
17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropraite TV programming for their children.
Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, US. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents want to
make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of theTelecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

..

...

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's
rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that
does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow
parents to receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course ofa
program;



Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

a:\letterslmisc\tvrating.ltr

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Page 2

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and
that it includes parents; and,

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Sincerely,

~/Jfvc//

*
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Chairman Reed Hundt And FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

April 2, 1997

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing to you on behalfof the National PTA and the PTA at Hines Middle School in
Newport News, VA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol
on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released
this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference foe a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on
content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 12996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for
language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs ofparents.



Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

L~'0\.---:-\'-'~"~7
Catherine M. Thomas
824 Palace Court
Newport News, VA 23608
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Plano Area Early Childhood PTA

March 31, 1997

Chainman Reed Hundt and Fcc Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 MStreet N.W., F@. 222
Washington, OC 20554

Dear Chainman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Ib:ket ttl. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I an writing on behalf of the National PTA and Plcn> Area Early OIilc:hxxl PTA to voice our
opposition to the V-chip rating systan as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the 1V Rating
Irrplarentation Group, on /17/97. The rating s}1Tbol on the tv screen 00es rot provide
sufficient content infonnation so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate
1V progranning for their children. We feel that a rating systan that gives us information
about the content of prograns would better benefit this countries parents. Parent do not
want the Tv industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make
those choices thanselves based on the content information about the progran. Any Syst811
without content description on the screen and publiciZed in periodicals that carry 1V
schedu1ing is useless. .

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industrls rating Syst811 has rret
statutory requiranents of the Telecamunications Act of 1996. we do not believe this Syst811
does and \\e ask the FCC not approve the industry r.ating Syst811. Instead we request the
follONing: Under no circunstances should the FCC approve the industls rating Syst811.

Further, the Fcc should not accept a rating systan that does not include
content information about prograns such as V(violeoce), S(sexual cmterJt),
[(l~);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would alllJl.J parents to
receive rrore than one rating systan;

That the rating icon on the screen be made larger, rrore praninently placed
on the screen, and appear rrore frequently during the course of a progran;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it
include parents; and

That any rating Syst811 approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to detennine if it rreets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so irrportant to the children and
parents of Plano Area Early Childhood PTA, a network of 312 fanily narbers.

Sincerely,

.-:;:) (l \ .,,< \' ,. \\
Dana Korn
President, PAEC PTA
Plano, Texas

I


